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EQUALITIES AND HUMAN RIGHTS COMMITTEE 

CHILDREN (EQUAL PROTECTION FROM ASSAULT) (SCOTLAND) BILL  

SUBMISSION FROM ANONYMOUS 

 

I do not support the Bill’s aim. I am concerned that the inevitable outcome of this Bill 

is that parent’s will be criminalised for continuing to discipline his or her own children 

in a manner which has long since been proven and accepted in society. A ComRes 

poll in 2018 reveals that only a small minority of Scottish adults are in favour of 

criminalising parents in this way. 

Although it has said that it is the Bill’s intention to criminalise parents it will inevitably 

happen and it will be little comfort to parents and children invaded by police and 

social services that this was ‘unintentional’.  It is certainly foreseeable that families 

will be greatly harmed by the introduction of this bill 

This bill has already created confusion, the then Labour Leader, Kezia Dugdale said 

on BBC Question Time that she was proud to have sponsored the Bill and that it 

would not catch out parents who gave their child a ‘smack on the bum’ for safety’s 

sake to stop them pulling over a hot pan, and yet this is exactly what would happen. 

In this situation the parent would have broken the law, would be deemed to have 

assaulted the child and run the risk of having their family invaded by police and 

social services – with the prospect that the family may be broken up and either 

children taken into care or the parent taken into custody.  

Parents love their children and have a desire to protect them. The implication of this 

Bill is that MSPs need to protect children from their parents. This is unwarranted 

intrusion into the family.  

Choosing to smack as a form of discipline is not evidence of a parent loosing control 

or not being able to think of any alternative response. A smack can be a satisfactory 

way of attending to a situation by marking parental disapproval, and teaching 

consequences. A smack can be very effective as it can be administered quickly and 

allows for immediate resolution and reconciliation.  Smacking makes it possible to 

deal with a child before that child is old enough to be reasoned with. Smacking is a 

reasonable and swift way to quieten a tantrum. 

If a child struggles when his or her nappy is being changed, and the child is 

restrained, against his or her will, will that constitute assault? It would be an assault 

to restrain and forcibly change an adult. What about driving, when a child refuses to 

wear a seat belt, or struggles out from the straps on a safety seat, will it be an 

assault to compel the child the wear the belt? 
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Smacking is not child abuse, and does not harm a child. But by considering it to be 

such, social services will be hindered in dealing with real child abuse.  

Changing the law will not stop poor parenting where it exists, but it will make all 

parents and children more anxious about, and alienated from ‘the system’. 

Children are already rightly protected from assault under the law.  

Parenting is not easy, and children are all different, but it is parents who are best 

placed to evaluate what is appropriate in disciplining their own children. Banning 

smacking will make disciplining children more difficult – the effects of which will be 

poor for society.  

I was smacked as a child and respect and appreciate my parents for it. I have 

smacked my own children and have seen how effective it can be; as I speak to them 

about this, now that they are older I hear no hint of bitterness or resentment.  

Because a smacking ban will ultimately undermine and damage families it will be 

bad for Scotland.  

 

 

 


